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vii. For 2002, $480, reflecting a 3.27
percent increase in the CPI–U from June
2000 to June 2001, rounded to the
nearest whole dollar.
* * * * *

By order of the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System, acting through the
Director of the Division of Consumer and
Community Affairs under delegated
authority, November 14, 2001.
Robert deV. Frierson,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 01–28849 Filed 11–16–01; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that
applies to all SOCATA—Groupe
Aerospatiale (SOCATA) Models TB 9,
TB 10, TB 20, TB 21, and TB 200
airplanes that do not have factory
Modification 165, any edition,
incorporated on the front seats. This AD
requires you to modify the front seats
that have solid metal seat pans. This AD
is the result of mandatory continuing
airworthiness information (MCAI)
issued by the airworthiness authority for
France. The actions specified by this AD
are intended to eliminate the potential
for the front seats to inadvertently
unlock from their fixed positions. Such
uncontrolled movement could prevent
the pilot from making the necessary
flight maneuvers to control the airplane.
DATES: This AD becomes effective on
January 4, 2002.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain publications listed in the
regulations as of January 4, 2002.
ADDRESSES: You may get the service
information referenced in this AD from
SOCATA Groupe Aerospatiale,
Customer Support, Aerodrome Tarbes-
Ossun-Lourdes, BP 930—F65009 Tarbes
Cedex, France; telephone: 011 33 5 62
41 73 00; facsimile: 011 33 5 62 41 76
54; or the Product Support Manager,
SOCATA—Groupe Aerospatiale, North

Perry Airport, 7501 Pembroke Road,
Pembroke Pines, Florida 33023;
telephone: (954) 894–1160; facsimile:
(954) 964–4191. You may view this
information at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Central Region,
Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2001–CE–
09–AD, 901 Locust, Room 506, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; or at the Office of
the Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Karl
Schletzbaum, Aerospace Engineer, FAA,
Small Airplane Directorate, 901 Locust,
Room 301, Kansas City, Missouri 64106;
telephone: (816) 329–4146; facsimile:
(816) 329–4090.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion
What events have caused this AD?

The Direction Générale de l’Aviation
Civile (DGAC), which is the
airworthiness authority for France,
recently notified FAA that an unsafe
condition may exist on all SOCATA
Models TB 9, TB 10, TB 20, TB 21, and
TB 200 airplanes that do not have
factory Modification 165 incorporated
on the front seats. The DGAC reports
cases where the seat pan interfered with
the front seat locking mechanism.
Interference with the seat locking
mechanism could result in uncontrolled
movement of the front seats.

This condition does not affect
airplanes with factory Modification 165,
any edition, incorporated. This
modification consists of cutting a slot in
the solid metal seat pan to eliminate the
interference.

Has FAA taken any action to this
point? We issued a proposal to amend
part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to include
an AD that would apply to all
SOCATA—Groupe Aerospatiale
(SOCATA) Models TB 9, TB 10, TB 20,
TB 21, and TB 200 airplanes that do not
have factory Modification 165, any
edition, incorporated on the front seats.
This proposal was published in the
Federal Register as a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) on August 24, 2001
(66 FR 44556). The NPRM proposed to
require you to modify the front seat
configuration.

What is the potential impact if FAA
took no action? The actions specified by
this AD are intended to eliminate the
potential for the front seats to
inadvertently unlock from their fixed
positions. Such uncontrolled movement
could prevent the pilot from making the
necessary flight maneuvers to control
the airplane.

Was the public invited to comment?
The FAA encouraged interested persons

to participate in the making of this
amendment. The following presents the
comments received on the proposal and
FAA’s response to each comment:

Comment Issue No. 1: Manufacturer
Estimates 36 Aircraft in the U.S. Fleet
Are Affected by the Proposed AD

What is the commenter’s concern?
The AD affects only certain models of
seats; commenter estimates that 36
aircraft in the U.S. were affected by the
AD. The commenter wants FAA to
reflect this in the Cost Impact section.

What is FAA’s response to the
concern? The FAA agrees with the
manufacturer that this initial estimate is
correct. However, it is possible that
owner/operators might have had
modifications made to the aircraft later
that make them subject to the AD. The
FAA will note that this AD possibly
affects 125 aircraft in the U.S. registry.

Comment Issue No. 2: FAA Better
Identify Seats Affected by the AD

What is the commenter’s concern?
One commenter states that only seats
with solid metal seat pans are affected
by this AD; seats with a mesh seat pan
are not affected. The commenter
recommended that FAA make it clear in
the AD what seats are affected.

What is FAA’s response to the
concern? The FAA agrees with the
commenter and will clearly identify that
only solid metal seat pans are affected
by the AD.

FAA’s Determination

What is FAA’s final determination on
this issue? We carefully reviewed all
available information related to the
subject presented above and determined
that air safety and the public interest
require the adoption of the rule as
proposed except for the changes
discussed above and minor editorial
questions. We have determined that
these changes and minor corrections:
—Provide the intent that was proposed

in the NPRM for correcting the unsafe
condition; and

—Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Cost Impact

How many airplanes does this AD
impact? We estimate that this AD
possibly affects 125 airplanes in the U.S.
registry. Of these 125 airplanes, 36 had
the affected seats installed at the
manufacturer. The other 89 airplanes
could have had these seats installed
since manufacture.

What is the cost impact of this AD on
owners/operators of the affected
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airplanes? We estimate the following
costs to accomplish the modification:

Labor cost Parts cost Total cost
per airplane

Total cost on U.S. op-
erators

5 workhours × $60 per hour = $300 ................................................... $58 ($29 per seat, 2 seats per
airplane).

$358. $358 × 125 = $44,750.

Regulatory Impact

Does this AD impact various entities?
The regulations adopted herein will not
have a substantial direct effect on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, it is
determined that this final rule does not
have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132.

Does this AD involve a significant rule
or regulatory action? For the reasons
discussed above, I certify that this
action (1) is not a ‘‘significant regulatory
action’’ under Executive Order 12866;
(2) is not a ‘‘significant rule’’ under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the final
evaluation prepared for this action is

contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained by contacting the
Rules Docket at the location provided
under the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by Reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the Federal Aviation Administration
amends part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended]

2. FAA amends § 39.13 by adding a
new AD to read as follows:

2001–23–05 SOCATA Groupe Aerospatiale:
Amendment 39–12502; Docket No.
2001–CE–09–AD.

(a) What airplanes are affected by this AD?
This AD affects Models TB 9, TB 10, TB 20,
TB 21, and TB 200 airplanes, all serial
numbers, that:

(1) Do not incorporate factory Modification
165, any edition. Modification 165 consists of
cutting a slot in the solid metal seat pan to
eliminate interference with the locking
mechanism;

(2) are equipped with solid metal seat
pans; and

(3) are certificated in any category.
(b) Who must comply with this AD?

Anyone who wishes to operate any of the
above airplanes must comply with this AD.

(c) What problem does this AD address?
The actions specified by this AD are intended
to eliminate the potential for the front seats
to inadvertently unlock from their fixed
positions. Such uncontrolled movement
could prevent the pilot from making the
necessary flight maneuvers to control the
airplane.

(d) What actions must I accomplish to
address this problem? To address this
problem, you must accomplish the following:

Actions Compliance Procedures

(1) Modify the front seats that have solid metal
seat pans. A seat that has a mesh seat pan
is not affected and does not require modi-
fication.

Within the next 100 hours time-in-service (TIS)
after January 4, 2002 (the effective date of
the AD).

In accordance with the Accomplishment In-
structions section of SOCATA Service Bul-
letin SB 10–115 25, dated December 2000,
and the applicable maintenance manual.

(2) Do not install any of the seats referenced in
SOCATA Service Bulletin SB 10–115 25,
dated December 2000 (or FAA-approved
equivalent part numbers), without incor-
porating the modification required by para-
graph (d)(1) of this AD.

As of January 4, 2002 (the effective date of
this AD).

In accordance with SOCATA Service Bulletin
SB 10–115 25, dated December 2000.

(e) Can I comply with this AD in any other
way? You may use an alternative method of
compliance or adjust the compliance time if:

(1) Your alternative method of compliance
provides an equivalent level of safety; and

(2) The Manager, Small Airplane
Directorate, approves your alternative.
Submit your request through an FAA
Principal Maintenance Inspector, who may
add comments and then send it to the
Manager, Small Airplane Directorate.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in paragraph (a) of this AD,
regardless of whether it has been modified,
altered, or repaired in the area subject to the
requirements of this AD. For airplanes that
have been modified, altered, or repaired so
that the performance of the requirements of
this AD is affected, the owner/operator must
request approval for an alternative method of

compliance in accordance with paragraph (e)
of this AD. The request should include an
assessment of the effect of the modification,
alteration, or repair on the unsafe condition
addressed by this AD; and, if you have not
eliminated the unsafe condition, specific
actions you propose to address it.

(f) Where can I get information about any
already-approved alternative methods of
compliance? Contact Karl Schletzbaum,
Aerospace Engineer, FAA, Small Airplane
Directorate, 901 Locust, Room 301, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; telephone: (816) 329–
4146; facsimile: (816) 329–4090.

(g) What if I need to fly the airplane to
another location to comply with this AD? The
FAA can issue a special flight permit under
sections 21.197 and 21.199 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197 and
21.199) to operate your airplane to a location

where you can accomplish the requirements
of this AD.

(h) Are any service bulletins incorporated
into this AD by reference? Actions required
by this AD must be done in accordance with
SOCATA Service Bulletin SB–10–115–25,
dated December 2000. The Director of the
Federal Register approved this incorporation
by reference under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51. You can get copies from SOCATA
Groupe AEROSPATIALE, Customer Support,
Aerodrome Tarbes-Ossun-Lourdes, BP 930—
F65009 Tarbes Cedex, France; or the Product
Support Manager, SOCATA—Groupe
AEROSPATIALE, North Perry Airport, 7501
Pembroke Road, Pembroke Pines, Florida
33023. You can look at copies at the FAA,
Central Region, Office of the Regional
Counsel, 901 Locust, Room 506, Kansas City,
Missouri, or at the Office of the Federal
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Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW., suite
700, Washington, DC.

(i) When does this amendment become
effective? This amendment becomes effective
on January 4, 2002.

Note 2: The subject of this AD is addressed
in French AD 2001–005(A), dated January 10,
2001.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
November 5, 2001.
Michael Gallagher,
Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 01–28419 Filed 11–16–01; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This amendment supersedes
priority letter AD 90–02–23, that is
applicable to certain Hartzell Propeller
Inc. ( )HC–( )2Y( )–( ) propellers. That
priority letter currently requires
repetitive visual inspections of propeller
hubs for cracks using a 10X glass and,
if necessary, removal of cracked hubs
and replacement with serviceable parts.
This amendment changes the frequency
and method of inspection by requiring
initial and repetitive eddy current
inspections (ECI) of the propeller hub
fillet radius for cracks and requires that
certain model propeller hubs be
removed from service. In addition, this
AD allows installation of an improved
design propeller hub as terminating
action to the repetitive ECI. This
amendment is prompted by reports of
cracked propeller hubs found in service
after they had been inspected in
accordance with the visual inspections
required by the current AD. The actions
specified in this AD are intended to
prevent failure of the propeller hub
resulting from cracks, that can cause
blade separation and subsequent loss of
aircraft control.
DATES: Effective date December 24,
2001. The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director

of the Federal Register as of December
24, 2001.

ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Hartzell Propeller Inc., Product
Support Department, One Propeller
Place, Piqua, OH 45356; telephone:
(937) 778–4379, fax: (937) 778–4391.
This information may be examined, by
appointment, at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), New England
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel,
12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA; or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Tomaso DiPaolo, Aerospace Engineer,
Chicago Aircraft Certification Office,
FAA, Small Airplane Directorate, 2300
East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, IL
60018; telephone: (847) 294–7031, fax:
(847) 294–7834.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39)
by superseding priority letter
airworthiness directive (AD) 90–02–23,
applicable to certain Hartzell Propeller
Inc. ( )HC–( )2Y( )–( ) propellers, was
published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 1999 (64 FR 4061). That
action proposed to change the frequency
and method of inspection by requiring
initial and repetitive ECI of the
propeller hub fillet radius for cracks
and, if necessary, removal and
replacement of cracked hubs with
serviceable parts. In addition, that
action proposed to expand the models
of propellers affected and allow
installation of an improved design
propeller hub as terminating action to
the repetitive ECI.

Comments
Interested persons have been afforded

an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. Due
consideration has been given to the
comments received.

Replace ‘‘A’’ Hub Design With ‘‘B’’ Hub
Design

The manufacturer notes that since the
NPRM was published, there have been
some instances of fractures involving
the rear hub half of the ‘‘A’’ suffix serial
numbered hubs. Since the rear half of
the hub cannot be readily inspected, the
manufacturer recommends the
replacement of ‘‘A’’ suffix hubs with the
current ‘‘B’’ suffix hubs, which
incorporate a new design.

The FAA agrees in part and has
incorporated into this AD the
replacement requirements for ‘‘A’’ suffix
hubs per Hartzell Service Bulletin HC–

SB–61–227, Revision 2, dated May 8,
2000. The FAA is also considering
expanding the applicability of this
action in the future to remove from
service all ‘‘A’’ suffix hub designs,
regardless of the aircraft model they are
installed on.

Current AD is Adequate

One commenter contends that the
current AD, requiring visual inspections
using a 10× glass at intervals of 50
hours, adequately detects cracked hubs
prior to catastrophic failure. Since a
new design hub is available, and no
catastrophic failures have been
attributed to a failure to detect a crack
using the current inspections, the
commenter contends that there is no
need for a more expensive eddy current
inspection.

The FAA does not agree. The service
history of these propellers since the
current AD was issued indicates that the
visual inspections are not working as
intended. Two hubs that were
apparently inspected visually did, in
fact, fail in service, releasing propeller
blades. In another instance, a crack was
discovered during overhaul, 32 hours
following a visual inspection performed
in accordance with the current AD.
Other instances were reported where
cracks were found only after unusual
vibrations or grease and oil on the
windshield prompted examinations of
the propeller hubs, which had passed
the visual inspection required by the
current AD. As a result, the FAA
believes that an ECI of the propeller hub
is required in order to increase the
probability of detection and decrease
the risk of in-service failure of the hub.

Increase Repetitive Inspection Period

One commenter requests that the
repetitive inspection period be changed
from 150 hours to 400–500 hours, then
shortened after more data is collected.
The commenter feels that the cost
analysis does not reflect the true costs
of having to perform ECI every 150
hours, particularly for operators located
in remote areas of the country.

The FAA does not agree. The service
history demonstrates the need for ECI in
lieu of the visual inspection. The 150-
hour interval is based on an engineering
evaluation of crack growth. The cost
analysis estimates the average cost to
perform the mandated actions. Those
costs could be higher in certain cases.
Operators could mitigate higher costs by
seeking training and certification to
perform the ECI at the operator’s
location. Operators desiring to pursue
this alternative should contact Hartzell.
In addition, the AD allows for

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 19:18 Nov 16, 2001 Jkt 197001 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 4700 Sfmt 4700 E:\FR\FM\19NOR1.SGM pfrm07 PsN: 19NOR1


